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TABLE 12.2   Prevention Activities Funded by NIMH, NIDA, and NIAAA (dollars)
	NIMH		NIDA		NIAAA	
	Total Institute	PRB"	Total Institute	PRB"	Total Institute	PRB"
1989 1990 1991 1992	57,758,000 77,945,000 93,062,000 ___ b	7,849,953 15,153,315 18,866,198 21,262,514	132,866,000 168,853,000 166,460,000	7,484,255 16,612,418 19,961,232 19,731,873	14,852,000 21,337,000 27,220,000 __ b	9,641,271 16,521,839 19,254,403 23,166,210
Prevention Research Branch.
No ADAMHA report was prepared for Congress.
NOTE: Figures for 1989-1991 totals are from the draft ADAMHA "Report to Congress on Prevention Activities 1989-1991." Figures for the NIMH and NIDA PRBs were compiled from the lists of grantees provided by the PRBs. Figures for the NIAAA PRB came from the NIAAA Budget Office. See text for problems related to definitions of prevention.
Congress. In 1992 a draft report was prepared by the ADAMHA director and submitted to the Secretary of the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS). The committee used the figures from this draft report in its review of prevention. However, in 1993 the report was withdrawn; it was not submitted to Congress or released to the public.* This was because the legislative requirement for the report had been repealed by section 101 of the ADAMHA Reorganization Act of 1992.
The draft report included ADAMHA prevention activities and expenditures during fiscal years 1989, 1990, and 1991, including extramural and intramural research, service demonstrations, professional training and education, block grants, and miscellaneous activities, but excluding HIV/AIDS prevention. Prevention expenditures were reported as $382,529,000 in 1989, $643,792,000 in 1990, and $749,093,000 in 1991.
Table 12.2 shows the prevention expenditures reported by ADAMHA for each of the research institutes in 1989,1990, and 1991. It also shows the grants funded by the Prevention Research Branches within those institutes during those years and 1992. These data came from the PRBs directly, not from the ADAMHA report. The differences in the expenditures are substantial. If the figures are accurate, most prevention activities took place outside the PRBs. However, this difference in reported expenditures dramatizes the problem of definition of prevention of mental disorders and the immense discrepancy in
The committee acquired the report through the use of the Freedom of Information Act. emphasis in addition o mental disorder prevention, 312 secondary areas, and 114 tertiary reas.
